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National Park Service (NPS) 

Statue of Liberty National Monument and Ellis Island (Park) 
Prospectus for CC-STLI001-07, Ferry Services 

 
ANSWER SET #4: 

QUESTIONS NOS. 207-252 RECEIVED IN RESPONSE TO THE PROSPECTUS BY 4:00 PM 01/16/2007 
 
ID Key for Source of Questions: 
SV Submitted anonymously at Site Visit [21] 
a BilleyBey Ferry Company, LLC [14] 
b Evelyn Hill, Inc. [3] 
c Seastreak America, Inc. [3] 
d Evelyn Hill, Inc. [3] 
e McAllister Towing and Transportation Company [16] 
f ARAMARK Parks and Resorts [16] 
g New York Times [11] 
h Hornblower [22] 
i Circle Line–Statue of Liberty Ferry, Inc. [156] 
 

# QUESTIONS ANSWERS ID 
DRAFT CONTRACT, EXHIBIT B 
207 Will the NPS be providing a listing of Service Contract Act covered 

positions and DOL approved rates and benefits? When? 
No. See the Draft Contract, Exhibit B, Section III, regarding 
“Requirements Related to the Service Contact Act of 1965.” 
See also the Attachment to Exhibit B, Union Contracts. 

h21 

DRAFT CONTRACT, EXHIBIT C 
208 Will the Park Service amend the Prospectus to list the Liberty Island 

work dock? If not, why not? 
No. It is not necessary to assign the “Liberty Island work dock” 
to the Concessioner for use in conducting its operations under 
the Draft Contract. Special Events that may require use of the 
“Liberty Island work dock” will be authorized under the 
Special Use Permit for the specific event.  

i147 

209 It is not clear in the Prospectus if the maintenance base situated at the 
Brooklyn Naval Yard will be available to a new Concessioner. If not, 
has the cost been allowed for in the historic expenses? 

The Existing Concessioner’s docking and maintenance 
facilities in the Brooklyn Navy Yard are not within the 
boundaries of the Park and may not be assigned by the NPS 
under the Draft Contract. All fixed expenses, including rent, 
have been accounted for in the Business Opportunity, p. 29. 

c2 

210 Must bidder propose an alternative maintenance facility? Bidder 
assumed to have? 

See the NPS answer to question #209. Offerors must insure that 
all proposed support facilities would be sufficient to ensure 
performance of it’s obligations for the provision of visitor 
services under the Draft Contract. 

SV 
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# QUESTIONS ANSWERS ID 
211 Will the Park Service confirm that, if the Existing Concessioner is not 

selected as the winning Offeror by the Park Service, the Existing 
Concessioner’s leases for office space in New York and in New Jersey, 
and its lease for the Brooklyn Navy Yard, will not be required to be 
transferred to, and purchased by, the new concessioner? 

The Existing Contract does not require the Existing 
Concessioner to transfer or sell leases it holds for facilities 
outside Park boundaries and which are not assigned under the 
Existing Contract. 

i135 

DRAFT CONTRACT, EXHIBIT D 
212 The current reservations and ticketing system, Gateway, is listed as 

Government personal property. Are we required to utilize this system 
and build upon it per the prospectus requirements? What are the current 
costs associated with the Gateway software? What functionality does it 
currently provide? 

We invite and will consider proposals to address this question. 
The Business Opportunity, p. 22, the Proposal Package, Part B, 
Principal Selection Factor 2, Subfactor 2a, and the Draft 
Contract, Exhibit A, § 4, describe the system requirements for a 
reservation and ticketing system under the Draft Contract. All 
fixed expenses, including the “costs associated with the 
Gateway software,” have been accounted for in the Business 
Opportunity, p. 29. See the Business Opportunity, p. 17, and 
the Existing Concessioner’s website at 
www.statuereservations.com for information on the “current 
reservations and ticketing system.” 

f12 

213 Will the current Telephone/Reservation system be available to any new 
Concessioner? 

Yes. The current reservation system is government personal 
property to be assigned to the Concessioner. See the Draft 
Contract, Exhibit D, Non-marine Personal Property –  
Ticketing System, Gateway & Boca. The current telephone 
system is personal property of the Existing Concessioner and 
will be transferred to any succeeding Concessioner pursuant to 
the Existing Contract, as amended, § 13(b) (see Prospectus 
Appendix A). See telephones and telephone systems listed in 
Prospectus Appendix F, pp. 20, 24, 25, 26 and 27. 

c3 

DRAFT CONTRACT, EXHIBIT E 
214 Because any new Concessioner (unless the contract is awarded to the 

Existing Concessioner) will not required to take over the Existing 
Concessioner’s Shipyard operation at the Navy Yard, will the Park 
Service be required to approve the location where the new Concessioner 
proposes to store and maintain contract vessels? 

No. i138 

215 Can NPS be more specific about where the concessionaire's maintenance 
responsibility for each landing site begins and ends? For example, at 
Ellis Island does our responsibility end with the wooden pier 
components? 

Details on the Concessioner’s maintenance responsibilities can 
be found in Draft Contract § 9 and the Draft Contract, Exhibit 
E, §§ 1 and 2. The Concessioner’s maintenance responsibilities 
extend to all Concession Facilities. See Draft Contract § 2(d) 
for the definition of Concession Facilities and the Draft 
Contract, Exhibit C, for assigned land and real property 

a1 
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improvements. On Ellis Island, the assigned land and real 
property improvements include the “Bulkhead and Pier For 
Docking At Ellis Island (fender system and slips).” 

216 You indicate that the entire pier at Liberty Island will be the 
responsibility of the ferry company. No deferred maintenance was 
indicated. In a cursory review of the pier there appears to be $80-
$100,000 worth of repairs to the dock surface. In addition the crane at 
the end of the pier is not currently operational and needs significant 
work (it has been out of service for several years). The pilings are of 
unknown condition. We know significant work was done two years ago. 
Is there a reason the condition assessment report is not included? There 
could be several millions of dollars worth of work that the concessioner 
would be responsible for. If a prospective concessioner is responsible for 
all the underlying pilings, perhaps divers should be sent down to assess 
the condition. 

The NPS assessed the condition of all assigned real property 
improvements (including underwater surveys) while preparing 
the Prospectus and accounted for historic and projected 
maintenance and repair costs in the fixed expenses stated in the 
Business Section, p. 29. The NPS will not release condition 
assessments prior to award of the Draft Contract. However, the 
NPS condition assessments conducted in preparation for the 
Prospectus indicate that the real property improvements to be 
assigned are in good condition and the total cost to correct all 
identified deficiencies and component renewal is estimated to 
be under $86,000. Furthermore, repairs for many of these 
deficiencies will not be the Concessioner’s responsibility. See 
the Draft Contract, Exhibit E, § 2: “The Concessioner shall not 
be responsible for or make any repairs that would involve 
replacement of facilities or component parts thereof that would 
constitute a capital improvement as determined by the NPS.” 

b2 

217 The Draft Contract suggests that the Concessioner will be required to 
perform pier maintenance and repairs. (See Draft Contract, Ex. E, § 
2(F)). a. How will a determination be made regarding the required scope 
of repairs? b. To what standards and specifications must the repairs be 
made? c. What is the current condition of the under-pier support 
structure and what dock-building work is anticipated? 

The “scope of repairs” for which the Concessioner will be 
responsible is limited to repairs that do not “involve 
replacement of facilities or component parts thereof that would 
constitute a capital improvement as determined by the NPS” 
(see the Draft Contract, Exhibit E, § 2). The Service will 
determine, in consultation with the Concessioner, which repairs 
the Concessioner will be responsible for (see the Draft 
Contract, Exhibit E, §§ Introduction and 2(I)).  Any repairs for 
which the Concessioner is responsible must be made to the 
“standards and specifications” prevailing in the industry. 
According to NPS condition assessments (including 
underwater surveys) conducted while preparing the Prospectus, 
the “under-pier support structure” is in good condition without 
deferred maintenance or critical repair needs. No “dock-
building work” by the Concessioner is anticipated. 

i54 

218 Section 2(I) of the draft Maintenance Plan describes an Annual Facility 
Maintenance Plan and includes a significant amount of effort involving 
inspection plans, preventative maintenance procedures and schedules, 
cyclic maintenance schedules (with a reference to carpet), plans for 

See the NPS answers to questions #215, #216 and #217. i56 
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scheduled and unscheduled repairs, projected expenditures, reported 
expenditures and a Pier and landing areas Structural Integrity Plan 
(which is a plan for maintaining the structural integrity of the piers and 
landing areas at Liberty and Ellis Islands). Although the Draft Contract 
appears to require the Concessioner provide detailed maintenance 
inspection, planning and maintenance, the Prospectus also states that 
“The NPS will determine which maintenance and repairs are the 
responsibility of the government and which are the responsibility of the 
Concessioner.” Will the Park Service clarify what exactly the 
Concessioner’s responsibility will be? 

219 The word “maintenance” is a term of art that, under Generally Accepted 
Accounting Principles, refers to expenditures that neither add to the 
value of an asset nor materially prolong its useful life. See also 65 Fed. 
Reg. 20630, 20656 (Apr. 17, 2000) (recognizing that “repairs” are 
“current expenditures for general upkeep of a property’s condition and 
efficiency.”, and “maintenance” are expenditures required to “keep[] 
[sic] a property in condition to perform its function”). Will the Park 
Service confirm that, in requiring the Concessioner to be responsible for 
certain maintenance obligations, the Park Service is not seeking to 
require the Concessioner to make expenditures that add to the value of 
an asset and/or materially prolong its useful life? 

See the NPS answer to question 221. See also the Draft 
Contract, Exhibit E, § 1, definitions of “Cyclic Maintenance,” 
“Facility Maintenance,” “Maintenance,” “Preventive 
Maintenance,” and “Repair.” 

i47 

220 What criteria will Park Service use to determine the difference between 
capital expenditures and repairs and maintenance? 

The Draft Contract does not utilize the term “capital 
expenditure.” 

i67 

221 Under the National Park Service Concessions Management 
Improvement Act of 1998, a concessioner “that constructs a capital 
improvement upon land owned by the United States within a unit of the 
National Park System pursuant to a concessions contract shall have a 
leasehold surrender interest in such capital improvements.” Pub. L. No. 
105-391, § 405(a). Notwithstanding this provision, will the Park Service 
confirm that the Concessioner will be entitled to a leasehold surrender 
interest in any “capital improvement” — that is any expenditures that 
adds to the value of an asset or materially prolong its useful life — that 
the Park Service may require of the Concessioner under the concessions 
contract? 

The Draft Contract § 8(a)(1) states: “The Concessioner shall 
not be authorized to construct any Capital Improvements (…) 
upon Area lands. The Concessioner shall not obtain a 
Leasehold Surrender Interest or other compensable interest in 
Capital Improvements constructed or installed in violation of 
this CONTRACT.” Furthermore, the Draft Contract, Exhibit E, 
§ 2, states: “The Concessioner shall not be responsible for or 
make any repairs that would involve replacement of facilities 
or component parts thereof that would constitute a capital 
improvement as determined by the NPS.” 

i48 

222 The Prospectus requires the Concessioner to inspect and maintain all 
Concession Facilities and related support facilities, including (1) pilings; 
(2) fender systems; (3) anchor systems; (4) winches; (5) cables and 
blocks; (6) decking; (7) walkways; (8) railing; (9) shelters; (10) visitor 

See the Draft Contract § 9. Granite facing blocks affected by 
docks and fender systems and underwater pilings are 
Concession Facilities as defined by Draft Contract § 2(d). Also, 
see the Draft Contract, Exhibit E, § 2: “The Concessioner shall 

i49 
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seating; (11) crowd control barriers: (12) gangways and loading docks; 
and (13) granite facing blocks on affected portions of the seawalls. (See 
Draft Contract, Ex. E, § 2(F)). a. Will the Concessioner be responsible 
for maintaining and repairing granite and underwater pilings at Liberty 
Island and Ellis Island? b. Will the Concessioner be responsible for 
maintaining and repairing granite and underwater pilings at Battery 
Park? c. If the Concessioner is responsible for maintaining and repairing 
granite and underwater pilings at either Liberty Island, Ellis Island, or 
Battery Park, will the Park Service provide a detailed map showing 
specifically the areas for which the Concessioner will be responsible? If 
not, why not? d. Because replacing granite and/or pilings at Concession 
Facilities and related support facilities may require the Concessioner to 
make capital improvements to those facilities, will the Park Service 
make clear that the Concessioner will not be required to pay for these 
expenditures, or, alternatively, if the Concessioner does pay for these 
expenditures, will receive a leasehold surrender interest in those 
improvements, as required under the 1998 Act? If not, why not? 

maintain Concession Facilities, related support facilities, and 
personal property (vessels) except as noted under Section 3, 
‘National Park Service Responsibilities.’ The Concessioner 
shall not be responsible for or make any repairs that would 
involve replacement of facilities or component parts thereof 
that would constitute a capital improvement as determined by 
the NPS.” Battery Park ferry boat dock facilities are not federal 
property or Concession Facilities under the Draft Contract. Any 
responsibility for the Concessioner to maintain and repair 
granite and underwater pilings at Battery Park would be 
pursuant to a license from New York City Parks. See the Draft 
Contract, Exhibit C, for assigned land and real property 
improvements. See the Draft Contract § 8(a)(1): “The 
Concessioner shall not be authorized to construct any Capital 
Improvements (…) upon Area lands.” See also, the citation 
from the Draft Contract Exhibit E, § 2, above.  

223 Will the Park Service provide to prospective Offerors an assessment or 
report on the current condition of any Concession Facilities and related 
support facilities that the Concessioner is required to maintain? 

See the NPS answer to question #216. i50 

224 Please provide additional structural information that will permit the 
Concessioner to develop facility preventive maintenance procedures and 
a plan for maintaining the structural integrity of the piers and landing 
areas at Liberty Island and Ellis Island. 

Additional structural information will be provided to the 
Concessioner after award of the Contract. 

i60 

225 Will the Concessioner be responsible for maintaining any HVAC 
systems on Liberty and Ellis Island? If so, will the Park Service provide 
an assessment or report as to the current condition of these systems? 

The Concessioner will be responsible for maintenance of 
Concession Facilities as defined in the Draft Contract, § 2(d). 
There are no HVAC systems on the land or in the real property 
improvements to be assigned on Liberty and Ellis Islands under 
the Draft Contract (see the Draft Contract, Exhibit C). 

i51 

226 The Prospectus states that the Concessioner will be responsible for 
“sweeping, trash collection and disposal, and snow and ice removal in 
all assigned areas.” (Draft Contract, Ex. E, § 2(K)). a. What are the 
assigned areas for snow removal at Liberty Island and Ellis Island? b. 
Will the Park Service provide a place for the Concessioner to store 
appropriate snow removal equipment? c. Will the Park Service provide a 
maintenance shed at Liberty Island and Ellis Island for the 
Concessioner’s maintenance equipment? 

Assigned land and real property improvements are listed in the 
Draft Contract, Exhibit C. The NPS will not provide storage or 
a maintenance shed. 

i52 

227 The Prospectus requires that vessel dry-dockings and associated The requirements in Draft Contract, Exhibit E, § 2(C), continue i53 
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servicing and inspections be carried out on a more frequent basis than 
required by U.S. Coast Guard regulations (although basically in-line 
with most of the dry-dockings scheduled by the Existing Concessioner). 
(See Draft Contract, Ex. E, § 2(C)). This additional restriction removes 
flexibility in scheduling such services in the event a dry-docking has to 
be postponed for reasons beyond the Concessioner’s control. a. Are the 
Prospectus’s requirements for dry-dockings intended to exceed U.S. 
Coast Guard requirements? b. Will there be any allowance to exceed 
Park Service requirements on an occasional basis as long as the 
Concessioner continues to satisfy U.S. Coast Guard requirements? 

schedules that have proved effective in maintaining the fleet 
under the Existing Contract. See the exhibit provided in 
support of the NPS answer to question #87 in Answer Set #2. 
The NPS will not speculate on hypothetical situations. The 
NPS may consider requests “to exceed Park Service 
requirements on an occasional basis as long as the 
Concessioner continues to satisfy U.S. Coast Guard 
requirements” on a case-by-case basis. 
 
 

228 Sections 2(G) and 2(H) of the draft Maintenance Plan describe exterior 
and interior maintenance to be performed on buildings and 
appurtenances involving such things as roofs, gutters, doors, windows, 
and siding, as well as painting, HVAC, electrical and fire protection 
systems. To what specific building(s) would these requirements apply? 

The requirements of the Draft Contract, Exhibit E, §§ 2(G) and 
2(H), apply to all assigned real property improvements with 
such attributes. Assigned land and real property improvements 
are listed in the Draft Contract, Exhibit C. 

i55 

229 The Solid Waste Management section of the Draft Contract requires the 
Concessioner to dispose of solid waste outside of the Park and requires 
the materials collected for recycling to be recycled outside of the Park. a. 
Does this mean that the Park Service will not permit waste removal from 
the vessels to Liberty Island, for participation in the recycling program 
there? b. Does this mean that waste can no longer be removed from the 
vessels at Ellis Island for handling by the Park Service for a fee? 

Yes. The Concessioner will not be permitted to remove solid 
waste from vessels at either Liberty or Ellis Island. See the 
Draft Contract, Exhibit E, § 2(M)(6)(b-c). 

i57 

DRAFT CONTRACT, EXHIBIT F 
230 The insurance requirements for Commercial General Liability are set 

forth in Exhibit F. In terms of Commercial General Liability Insurance is 
the Park Service looking for a $25,000,000 per location aggregate, or the 
more standard amount of $2,000,000? 

The correct and complete insurance requirements are stated in 
the Prospectus. See the Draft Contract, Exhibit F, § II(A)(1): 
the required “Bodily Injury and Property Damage Limit 
General Aggregate is “$25,000,000.” 

i73 

231 Does the Park Service require a per location aggregate and if so which 
locations would require it? 

See the Draft Contract, Exhibit F, § II(A)(4): “If the policy 
insures more than one location, the General Aggregate limit 
must be amended to apply separately to each location, or, at 
least, separately to the appropriate NPS locations(s).” 
“Appropriate NPS locations” include all assigned land and real 
property improvements (see the Draft Contract, Exhibit C). If 
the NPS establishes a permanent security screening facility in 
which the U.S. holds any real property interest, that site would 
also become an “appropriate NPS location.” 

i74 

232 In terms of Protective and Indemnity Insurance (see Draft Contract, Ex. 
F, § II(C), would a $50,000 deductible be acceptable rather then a self 

See the modification of Prospectus Appendix F, § II(G), in the 
attached Errata List #3 which clarifies that neither self-insured 

i75 
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insured retention of no more than $10,000? Or would the Concessioner 
need the NPS Director’s approval to deviate from this requirement? 

retentions nor deductibles may exceed $10,000 for the required 
liability coverages (other than excess “umbrella” liability, if 
maintained), without prior approval of the Director. The NPS 
would carefully evaluate any request to exceed $10,000 for a 
self-insured retention or deductible on the financial strength of 
the overall proposal to determine if the Offeror would be able 
to sustain the proposed self-insured retention or deductible. 

233 Will the Park Service permit the Concessioner’s Hull and Machinery 
policy to have a notice of cancellation of 15 days, which is shorter than 
the 30 days requested in section III(C) of the Draft Contract’s Exhibit F? 

No. See the Draft Contract, Exhibit F, § I, second paragraph, 
third sentence: “The Concessioner will ensure that its insurance 
carriers provide that the Service shall, solely for its benefit, be 
provided an unconditional 30 day advance notice of 
cancellation, non-renewal or material change in coverage or 
policy terms for all coverage issues.” 

i76 

234 When requesting Hull Insurance, the Prospectus asks that it cover 
Replacement Costs. (See Draft Contract, Ex. F, § III(C)). Will the Park 
Service explain whether it is asking for an “actual cash value policy” as 
opposed to a “replacement cost policy”? It is our understanding that 
coverage for a “replacement cost policy” is not available. 

See the modification of Prospectus Appendix F, § III(C), 
second paragraph, in the attached Errata List #3 which now 
states: “The limit of coverage for each vessel will be the Actual 
Cash Value of each vessel.” 

i77 

DRAFT CONTRACT, EXHIBIT G 
235 In the new contract, will NPS consider and [sic] end of contract buyout 

provision that would protect the new concessionaire's significant 
required investment? 

No. See the Draft Contract, Exhibit G, for requirements 
regarding transition to a new Concessioner upon expiration or 
termination of the Draft Contract. 

a13 

APPENDICES – Appendix F 
236 How has the Park Service distinguished between, on the one hand, 

property and equipment used or held for use in connection with the 
concession operations, and, on the other hand, property or equipment 
that is used or held for use in connection with the Existing 
Concessioner’s harbor cruise business? 

A qualified NPS contractor with expertise in personal property, 
accompanied by representatives of the Existing Concessioner, 
inventoried all personal property used or held for use for 
concession operations under the Existing Contract. The NPS 
provided the resulting inventory lists to the Existing 
Concessioner and asked it to identify: (1) any items inventoried 
that are not used or held for use for operations under the 
Existing Contract; and (2) any personal property used or held 
for use for operations under the Existing Contract that were not 
included. The NPS finalized the lists after reviewing the 
Existing Concessioner’s response and provided the final lists to 
the Existing Concessioner. 

i128 

237 In preparing the Prospectus and the list of Concessioner owner personal 
property (see Appendix F), how has the Park Service and its consultants 
distinguished between facilities, equipment, and other property used or 

See the NPS answer to question #236. i134 
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held for use in the Existing Concessioner’s concession operations, as 
opposed to facilities, equipment, and other property used or held for use 
in the Existing Concessioner’s independent harbor cruise business? 

238 What verification was provided by the current concessionaire or 
independently obtained by NPS that the items in Appendices F and G 
are used or held for use in the current concession operations? 

See the NPS answer to question #236. a5 

239 The Prospectus suggests that, if the Existing Concessioner is not 
selected as the winning Offeror by the Park Service, the list of personal 
property included in Appendix F will need to be transferred to, and 
purchased by, the new concessioner. If the Park Service does not intend 
for the Existing Concessioner to transfer its lease for the Brooklyn Navy 
Yard, why has the Park Service included leasehold improvements in the 
list of personal property? 

See the modification of Prospectus Appendix F, in the attached 
Errata List #3 which deletes reference to the “Pier C sewage 
system,” “Dock perimeter railing, installed,” “Installed vertical 
dock safety ladders,” and “Bollards, dock” from the Marine 
Personal Property Inventory (pp. 3-4). The value of these 
leasehold improvements was not included in the NPS 
Estimated Required Initial Investment stated in the Business 
Opportunity, pp. 31-2. 

i136 

240 Appendix F lists a sewage system installed at Pier C. Why would a 
leasehold improvement for a lease which is not being transferred to a 
new concessionaire be included as a required investment by the new 
concessionaire? 

See the NPS answer to question #239. a12 

APPENDICES – Appendix G 
241 What kind of fuel do the vessels of the incumbent burn? Diesel fuel. See Prospectus Appendix G, for engineering and 

propulsion information for each boat. The Existing 
Concessioner voluntarily uses low-sulfur diesel fuel at a higher 
cost to enhance maintenance and save on injector wear. See the 
exhibit provided in support of the NPS answer to question #87 
in Answer Set #2 (p. 5, number 6). 

a11 

242 Has an asbestos survey of the Circle Line vessels been done? If so, can it 
be provided? 

The NPS is not aware of any asbestos survey of the Existing 
Concessioner’s vessels. 

f11 

243 What is the current drydocking schedule? See the exhibit provided in support of the NPS answer to 
question #87 in Answer Set #2 (pp. 6-7, numbers 10-12) for a 
description of hull maintenance. The NPS does not have any 
additional information available. 

h8 

244 Can we review the complete history of drydockings on the vessels? See the NPS answer to question # 243. h7 
245 What is the age of each of the engines and generators? When was each 

last rebuilt and how many rebuilds have there been for each engine? 
Also, there are a number of engines being rebuilt according to Appendix 
F. Does the incumbent intend to install any or all of these before the 
transition and, if so, in which vessels? 

See the exhibit provided in support of the NPS answer to 
question #87 in Answer Set #2 (pp. 4-6, numbers 3-9) for a 
description of engine and generator maintenance. The NPS 
does not have any additional information available. 

a9 

246 Provide the five-year history of maintenance and upgrade investments to See the exhibit provided in support of the NPS answer to f15 
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the ferry vessels. question #87 in Answer Set #2 for a description of vessel 

maintenance and upgrades. Historic maintenance and any 
upgrade investments have been accounted for in the fixed 
expenses stated in the Business Opportunity, p. 29. 

247 Will there be an opportunity to view the marine assets (drydock)? All NPS marine assets to be assigned under the Draft Contract 
(Ellis Island dock facilities and the Arrival Dock at Liberty 
Island) were viewed during the site visit on January 9, 2007, 
and can be viewed again at any time by visiting the Park. 
Detailed inspections requiring access beyond general public 
access must be authorized in writing. No “drydock” facilities 
are to be assigned under the Draft Contract. The NPS will not 
arrange for the boats to be placed in dry dock for inspection by 
prospective Offerors. 

SV 

248 When can we have access to the incumbent fleet to do our own 
surveys/appraisals, as we are required to do by the prospectus? 

The NPS can not arrange for access to the boats for inspection 
by prospective Offerors. 

a8 

249 How do we have the vessels inspected by our own surveyor prior to the 
bid date? 

See the NPS answer to question # 248. h6 

250 Can we get a letter from the vessel owner to allow complete access to 
the vessel files at USCG? 

The NPS can not provide a letter from the Existing 
Concessioner “to allow complete access to the vessel files at 
USCG” by prospective Offerors. 

h22 

251 Can we get a copy of the current COI, and Stability Letter for each of 
the vessels? 

Certificates of Inspection (COI) and Stability Letters for the 
seven boats operated by the Existing Concessioner can be 
found in the attached exhibits. 

h9 

252 Given the extreme age of the incumbent vessels, does the incumbent 
have any exemption or special "grandfather" treatment re: emissions, 
frequency of USCG dry/docking inspection requirement etc.? 

The NPS does not regulate boat emissions or U.S. Coast Guard 
inspections and does not have this information available. 

a10 

 


